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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

JUL 18 1974 

OFFICE OF 
ENFORCEMENT AND GENERAL COUNSEL 

MEMORANDUM PAED #1974-8 

TO : All Regional Enforcement Directors 
NIFIC, Denver 
NIFIC, Cincinnati 

FROM : Acting Director, Permit Assistance & Evaluation Division 

SUBJECT: Additional Guidance for Petroleum Marketing Terminals and 
Oil Production Facilities 

The purpose of this memorandum is two-fold. First, it is to 
provide guidance for establishing monitoring for petroleum marketing 
terminals and second, it is to establish a categorization within 
that industry and the oil production industry. 

1. At the time of writing the March 18, 1974 memorandum on Oil 
and Grease limitations for Petroleum Marketing Terminals, litigation 
was underway in Region I wherein Texaco was appealing the "instan- 
taneous maximum of 15 mg/l oil and grease” contained in one of their 
permits. This case has been resolved and the sampling procedure 
stipulated in the settlement should be adopted in all future ter- 
minal permits. The key effluent limitation for oil and grease 
remains a daily maximum concentration of 15 mg/l, with a monthly 
measurement frequency. The sample type is four grabs during a forty- 
five minute period, once per month during discharge. 

The daily maximum is defined as the arithmetic average of a 
minimum of four representative samples collected at equal intervals 
during any forty-five minute period. 

Due to the variability of the sampling and analysis of oil and 
grease from petroleum marketing terminals, a maximum of ten percent 
of the samples taken during the course of one permit-year, but not 
more than one sample during any discharge, may be excluded from the 
calculation of the daily maximum, if these samples are not repre- 
sentative. In the event that a permittee excludes a sample from 
the calculation of the maximum as defined he must submit the re- 
sults of the analysis of that sample to the Regional Administrator 



with a written explanation of the exclusion of that particular value. 
His reported maximum value then been the arithmetic mean of the 
remaining three representative samples. For the purposes of these 
permits it is presumed that each sample is representative. It 
should be noted that the daily average (monthly) of 10 mg/l is still 
applicable to large terminals which have a continuous discharge. 

2. Due to the relatively small sire and insignificance of their 
discharges certain petroleum marketing facilities and oil production 
(stripper) facilities have been set aside as a separate sub-category 
within each of these industrial categories. The following criteria 
should be used in determining if a facility fits this sub-category: 

a. If an onshore, non-transportation related production 
and/or storage facility, and 

b. Is generally manned eight hours per day or less, and 

c. Has no discharge from any part of the facility subject 
to Section 402 of the Act, except periodic discharge 
of accumulated rainfall, and 

d. Holds a valid, certified SPCC plan in accordance with 
40 CFR Part 112. 

Until effluent guidelines are established for these facilities, best 
practicable control technology my be defined is "No Treatment." 

The implementation of a certified SPCC plan in accordance with 40 CFR 
Part 112 will assure the Agency that there will be no harmful dis- 
charge of oil. 

It is suggested that writing of these permits be deferred until 
a later date. 

Robert B. Schaffer 

Attachment 
cc: R.H. Johnson 

A.C. Printz, Jr. 
C.J. Schafer 
K.E. Biglane 
A. Cywin 
All Regional Permit Branch Chiefs 
State NPDES Program Directors 
C. Corkin 



-: I I , ! : 
I ! I I 
I ! ; 
r l I! I. 8: I i; I: 1’: 
1: 

472’: i: Ji :: If 
Ii 
1: !i I. I! (i !i !: 
I: :’ I :! !’ 
i :I . . !. ‘, :. :. :I i !; i: 
I ! ;; :; 
ii 
i 
f i 

1 
i 

I 
i 

IN TIE tN?ER OF: 

Notional Pol lutrut DLschargc 1 
tlLlrinatLoll Syrtm 

; 
s-n PIIUT I 03 FOK P3clo::At 
ALIXIN~ STt!AiOR~S APP WV& 

pcrrit NO. t:EOO02267 

Teraco)( 1llC~ 
; 

Pcmaittcc. : 
1 

sTlPULATIo3 

The pcnnittcc herein above noaod and tho Enforcement 

Division of the Environmental Protection Acuncy, RoRien I, 

rt$pulato and l grcr as follavcl 

1. the pcmittcc hcrrby vithGrav: its request; for an 

ad judicatory bearing. 

2. The permit involved in this proccoding rhzll be 

modif icd in tha following rorpcctx 

A. The attached prrrsft form hall be usrd. 

8. The “Cl@ provirfan shal L read JS tolls: 

The dlrchrgc shall consirt only of storwator 

end wrlwarrr runoff which is collcctod and discharged 

thrw.h an efficiently operated oilfvarcr separator. 

C. fffluont llrftr rad wnitorlng rcquirezcnts 

for l uspcndod solids shall la doloted. 

D. tff luont 1imitatlons and aonktorins requirements 

shall includo: 
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01 SClV,l:CE Ll !!T fAf:ct!!S 

Oil and GICJSC 

tm~It3ElTx RLfJq Ps:re!.Ts 

?fcosurrncnt samp Ic 
Frequency 
mnLhly 

TYPC 
Four Crabs ’ 
durfng a 
forty-f iv8 
minuta 
period, 
once per 
month during 
dischkgo 

tbxlm.. 1; defined and naasurcd as follo:rr: 

the l titiractic average of J ninlnum ot four representative* 

smplas collcctrd ac equal intervals during nny 05 minute 

period. 

l Due to tha variability of the ramp ling and rnslyris oL 

oil and Crease from bulk scorr~c facilftics, a osxirum of 

ten percent of the sr3plcr taltan during the course of one 

pcmft-year, but not core than mo coqlc durin:, any dir:t..tr;c, 

prry bo oxeluded frc~ t:rc crlculotion ol the ruxinum as dcf inrd 

above, if said sa~zplcs are n:z tqxcscntntivo. In the event 

that the pcraft:cL: !aas cxcludcd l swplc fro3 LIIC calculation 

of the maximum so dcLfnc4 in rcgsrd to ins ccrqlirnce monitoring 

schedule uudor this scccion, ic musts 1.) rubait the r8sults 

l C the l cl~lysis of such rmzplo to the t@onol r~4ainisttrcor; 

2.) suhrtt a written rxplanarion of the exclusion of such san(,le 

to tho Oogio.wl Uninistrstor; and 3. ) report a oaximu3 vrlua 

for rhe reporting pariorl oasad ou tlu l ritkccic maan of four 

rcprarcntativc sr~lrs o~cl~rive of the raepIe excluded. 

tot a11 purposes arrociatcd uich this pcrait there shall La l 

prcsumpcfon that each sanqIc is rcprcscnCa:ivc. 

3. There l re no partlcs to these proceedings other than 

tha parties caking this stipulation. 
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4. Tllfr stipulation shall not bind tbc tnv~roncmcrl 

procc,ction Alficocy or th8 applicant uneil the! pcnnlc, as 

rodlficd In yara&rrph 2 above, l’s signed by the Regional 

Admlni5tratbf. 

U. 5. Envitocltcr~rrl Froccction 
Agrncy, Xcgion 1 

-s 

Cachcrinc i.. iJ.'rC?1, Actormy 
tnf orccrxnc I,iv:sion 

Counsel Icr A~~inirtrat~vc Litigation 


